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Entanglement vs. Nonommutativity in TeleportationSibasish Ghosh⋆∗, Guruprasad Kar⋆†, Anirban Roy⋆‡and Ujjwal Sen♮§February 1, 2008
⋆Physis and Applied Mathematis Unit, Indian Statistial Institute, 203 B.T. Road, Kolkata700035, India
♮Department of Physis, Bose Institute, 93/1 A.P.C. Road, Kolkata 700009, IndiaAbstratWe provide an alternative simple proof of the neessity of entanglement in quantum tele-portation by using the no-disentanglement theorem. We show that this is true even whenthe state to be teleported is known to be among two nonommuting qubits. We further showthat to teleport any set of ommuting qubits, it is su�ient to have a lassially orrelatedhannel. Using this result we provide a simple proof of the fat that any set of bipartiteentangled states an be exatly disentangled if the single partile density matries of any oneparty ommute.The idea of quantum teleportation is to send an unknown state to a distant party without atuallysending the partile itself using only loal operations and lassial ommuniation (LOCC) betweenthem. A protool for this sheme was proposed by Bennett et al. [1℄, where a maximally entangledstate is required as hannel state between the two parties. In teleporting a state from one partyto another where only loal operations and lassial ommuniation is allowed between the twoparties, the question of neessity of entanglement of the hannel state is a fundamental one. Thisissue has been disussed in a skethy way in [1℄ as well as in [2℄. It is in Ref. [3, 4℄ where thisissue has been disussed in a somewhat detailed manner. In this letter we shall disuss this issueof neessity of entanglement of the hannel state for exat quantum teleportation of a given set ofstates of a single qubit. In this diretion we provide an alternative simple reasoning to show thatfor universal teleportation, one neessarily requires an entangled hannel state. Next we show thatentanglement of the hannel is neessary even to teleport any set of nonommuting qubits. Theseproofs are independent of any teleportation protool. We then provide a protool by whih anyset of ommuting states an be teleported through a lassially orrelated hannel. This allows usto give a simple proof of the fat that the entangled states of two qubits, whose redued densitymatries of one party ommute, an be disentangled exatly.We �rst provide a simple reasoning as to why entanglement of the hannel state is neessary forexatly teleporting an unknown qubit. Consider a separable hannel state between two distantparties, Alie and Bob. Suppose that it is possible to teleport (exatly) an arbitrary qubit (allit qubit 1) from Alie to Bob through this hannel state. Now this qubit may be one part of atwo qubit entangled state ρ12 at Alie's side. As Alie and Bob do not possess any shared entan-glement before implementation of the teleportation protool, they would not share any after it.
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Therefore after the teleportation protool, the initial entangled state ρ12 would get transformedinto a separable one with redued density matries remaining intat [5℄. But this would make uni-versal disentanglement possible ontraditing the No-Disentanglement theorem [6℄. So to teleportexatly a universal set of qubits, entanglement of the hannel state is neessary [9℄.We now show that entanglement of the hannel is neessary even for exatly teleporting any setof two nonorthogonal states [11℄.Consider the following set of bipartite normalized states,
F = {|0α〉, |1β〉, 1√

2
(|0α〉 + |1β〉)},where |0〉, |1〉 are orthogonal states and |α〉, |β〉 are nonorthogonal states. We �rst show belowthat the set F an not be exatly disentangled into separable states [12℄, in a fashion similar tothat in Mor [7℄. If possible, let there exist a unitary operator U , ating on these states togetherwith a �xed anilla state |A〉, realizing exat disentanglement of these states. So we must have

U(|0αA〉) = |0αA0〉,

U(|1βA〉) = |1βA1〉,

U(
1√
2
(|0αA〉 + |1βA〉)) =

1√
2
(|0αA0〉 + |1βA1〉),where the anilla states should satisfy the relation 〈A0|A1〉 = 1 (to keep the redued densitymatries intat). This will not hange the entanglement of the state 1√

2
(|0α〉+ |1β〉) at all. Henethe set F annot be exatly disentangled. (This result also shows that universal disentanglementis not possible.) Interestingly, Mor [7℄ proved the same result using a set of four states, andonjetured that this result an be proved with fewer (i.e., less than four) states.Consider now a separable hannel state between two distant parties, Alie and Bob. Assume thatthe set {|α〉, |β〉} of two nonorthogonal states an be teleported exatly from Alie to Bob throughthis hannel state. Hene any mixture of P [|α〉] and P [|β〉] an also be teleported through thishannel state, as the hannel keeps no imprint of the states |α〉 or |β〉 after their teleportation.Therefore Alie would be able to (exatly) teleport to Bob, the state of the seond partile of anarbitrary two-partile state hosen from the set F = {|0α〉, |1β〉, (1/

√
2)(|0α〉 + |1β〉}. Sine thehannel state is separable, the set F would get exatly disentangled. But this is impossible, as wasshown above. So we onlude that entanglement of the hannel is neessary for exat teleportationof a state known to be among two given nonorthogonal states.Next we show that teleportation any two nonommuting qubits also requires an entangled hannel.We shall require the following lemma.Lemma: The set S = {ρ1

AB, ρ
2

AB} of two 2 ⊗ 2 states, where at least one of them is entangled,annot be exatly disentangled by applying any physial operation on the side B, if the redueddensity matries on the side B do not ommute.Proof : As the redued density matries on the side B do not ommute, there exist two nonorthog-onal pure qubits |ψ〉 and |φ〉, suh that trA(ρj
AB) = λjP [|ψ〉B] + (1− λj)P [|φ〉B ] (j = 1, 2), where

λ1 6= λ2, and at least one of them is di�erent from both 0 and 1. If possible, let UBM be anunitary operator ating on party B and an anilla M , attahed with B, realizing the disentan-gling proess. Then after disentanglement, the joint state of the two parties A and B beomes
ρ′jAB = trM [IA⊗UBMρj

AB ⊗P [|M〉]IA⊗U †
BM ] (j = 1, 2), |M〉 being the initial state of the anilla.As we demand exat disentanglement, we must have

trB [ρj
AB] = trB[ρ′

j
AB], (1)

trA[ρj
AB] = trA[ρ′

j
AB ]. (2)2



Eq. (1) holds trivially, as nothing has been done on party A. Eq. (2) gives
λjP [|ψ〉] + (1 − λj)P [|φ〉] = λjtrM [P [UBM (|ψ〉 ⊗ |M〉)]]

+ (1 − λj)trM [P [UBM (|φ〉 ⊗ |M〉)]], (3)for j = 1, 2. Eq. (3) will be satis�ed if and only if
UBM (|ψ〉 ⊗ |M〉) = |ψ〉 ⊗ |M0〉,
UBM (|φ〉 ⊗ |M〉) = |φ〉 ⊗ |M1〉.

} (4)Unitarity demands that the anilla states |M0〉 and |M1〉 should be idential. Hene none of thestates in the set S will be hanged (exept a possible hange in the identi�ation of the partiles)by this disentangling proess. Thus the set S annot be exatly disentangled by applying adisentangling operation on B's side.♦We now show that to teleport any set of nonommuting qubits, entanglement of the hannel isneessary.Suppose that it is possible to teleport a state hosen at random from the set {ρ1, ρ2} of twononommuting qubits through an unentangled hannel. If both of the states ρ1, ρ2 are pure, ithas been shown above that they annot be teleported exatly through an unentangled hannel. Sowe assume here that at least one of ρ1, ρ2 is a nonpure state. Sine ρ1 and ρ2 are nonommuting,there uniquely exist two nonorthogonal states |ψ〉 and |φ〉 suh that
ρj = λjP [|ψ〉] + (1 − λj)P [|φ〉] (j = 1, 2),where 0 ≤ λj ≤ 1, λ1 6= λ2, and at least one of the λj 's is di�erent from both 0 and 1. Let ushoose two 2⊗2 states ρ1

AB and ρ2

AB (at least one of whih is entangled), where trA[ρj
AB] = ρj , for

j = 1, 2. Then the set {ρ1

AB, ρ
2

AB} an be disentangled exatly by telporting the states of B's sidethrough the unentangled hannel. This has been shown to be impossible. So exat teleportationof any set of nonommuting qubits requires entanglement of the hannel.The obvious next question is whether entanglement of the hannel is neessary even to teleport aset of ommuting states. We know that for teleportation of two orthogonal states, no orrelation(quantum or lassial) of the hannel is required - a phone all is su�ient. Here we show that forteleportation of any set of ommuting states, a lassially orrelated hannel state is su�ient.Suppose that Alie has to send any one of the states from the largest set of ommuting qubits
{wP [|0〉A1

] + (1 − w)P [|1〉A1
] : 0 ≤ w ≤ 1} to Bob ({|0〉, |1〉} is a known orthonormal basis) andAlie and Bob share the separable hannel state 1

2
P [|00〉A2B] + 1

2
P [|11〉A2B] between them. Thethree partile state is

wP

2
[|000〉A1A2B] +

(1 − w)

2
P [|111〉A1A2B]

+
w

2
P [|011〉A1A2B] +

(1 − w)

2
P [|100〉A1A2B].Alie applies a disriminating measurement between the subspaes assoiated with the followingtwo-dimensional projetors: P1 = P [|00〉A1A2

] + P [|11〉A1A2
] and P2 = P [|01〉A1A2

] + P [|10〉A1A2
].If P1 liks, the state of the whole system system beomes wP [|000〉A1A2B]+(1−w)P [|111〉A1A2B]so that Bob's state is wP [|0〉B]+(1−w)P [|1〉B . Alie just rings up Bob to tell him the result of hermeasurement. But if P2 liks, Alie informs this to Bob and he has to apply the unitary operatorthat onverts |0〉 → |1〉 and |1〉 → |0〉 (i.e. σx) on his partile. In this ase the three-qubit statetransforms to wP [|010〉A1A2B] + (1 − w)P [|101〉A1A2B ]. Traing out A1 and A2, Bob's partile isagain in the state wP [|0〉B ] + (1 −w)P [|1〉B . Thus we onlude that any set of ommuting statesan be teleported via a lassially orrelated hannel.Here one may note that this teleportation protool is essentially a 1 → 3 broadasting protool[13℄ where the third partile is at a distant loation, and where there must be a further operation3



with σx on A2 in the ase when P2 liks. This an be easily generalized to a 1 → N broadastingprotool by using the state 1

2
P [|000....0〉B1B2...BN−1

]+ 1

2
P [|111.....1〉B1B2...BN−1

] as the blank statewhere only two partiles, the partile whose state is to be teleported and B1 are required to be atthe same loation.One an now relate the properties of the teleportation hannel state (leaving aside the aom-panying LOCC that are also required in any teleportation protool) with the set of states to beteleported in the following way:[14℄(1) For a set of orthogonal states (where loning is possible), no orrelation (quantum or lassial)is required in the hannel state.(2) For a set of ommuting states (where no-loning holds but broadasting is possible), lassialorrelation in the hannel is su�ient for teleportation.(3) For a set of nonommuting states (where even broadasting is not possible), an entangledhannel state is neessary for teleportation.Lastly we show that exat disentanglement of a set of 2 ⊗ 2 states is possible when the redueddensity matries on one side are ommuting [16℄, without applying the partial transpose operation[17℄. This easily follows from the fat that the state of the side in whih the density matriesommute, an be teleported exatly through a separable hannel. This fat along with the abovelemma implies that so far as loal operations are onerned, any set of 2 ⊗ 2 density matriesbetween two partiles 1 and 2 an be exatly disentangled if and only if the redued densitymatries of at least one party ommute.Reently some attempts has been made to understand whether quantum teleportation is essentiallya nonloal phenomenon [3, 18℄. In partiular, Hardy [3℄ has shown that in general, teleportationis oneptually independent of nonloality. To show this he onstruted a toy model whih is loal(in the sene that this model has a loal hidden variable desription) and in whih no-loningholds, but still teleportation is possible. Then the question arises whether there exists a bipartitestate in quantum theory whih has a loal hidden variable desription but is still useful (as thehannel state) for exatly teleporting a set of states whih annot be loned. In this letter wehave shown that this type of senario really exists in quantum theory. There is a set of states(any set of ommuting states whih is not simply a set of orthogonal states) whih annot beloned but an be teleported through a lassially orrelated hannel state, whih obviously hasa loal hidden variable desription. We have also shown here (in a protool-independent way)that in exat teleportation of any set of nonommuting states (where no-broadasting [13℄ holdsin addition to no-loning), entanglement of the hannel is neessary.Based on the results till found, one would perhaps be inlined to think that it is the no-loningtheorem in quantum mehanis whih neessitates the use of entanglement in teleportation han-nel. But we see here that it is not true. Rather one an see that nonommutativity plays thefundamental role in deiding the neessity of entanglement of the hannel. This interplay betweennonommutativity and entanglement in teleportation an further be exploited to probe the moredi�ult question as to whether quantum teleportation is a fundamentally nonloal phenomenon.The authors aknowledge Debasis Sarkar for useful disussions. U.S. aknowledges partial supportby the Counil of Sienti� and Industrial Researh, Government of India, New Delhi.Referenes[1℄ C. H. Bennett, G. Brassard, C. Crepeau, R. Jozsa, A. Peres and W. K. Wootters, Phys. Rev.Lett. 70 (1993) 1895[2℄ M. B. Plenio and V. Vedral, Teleportation, Entanglement and Thermodynamis in the quan-tum world, quant-ph/9804075 4
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[3℄ L. Hardy, Disentangling Nonloality and Teleportation, quant-ph/9906123[4℄ L. Henderson, L. Hardy and V. Vedral, Two State Teleportation, quant-ph/9910028[5℄ Of the qubits forming the two-qubit state ρ12, qubit 2 was never operated upon and heneits state tr1 [ρ12] remains intat even after the teleportation protool has been implemented.Qubit 1 was exatly teleported to Bob and so its state tr2 [ρ12] must also remain the sameafter the teleportation proess.[6℄ Here by No-Disentanglement theorem, we mean the No-Disentanglement into separable statesof [7℄. This is obviously stronger than the No-Disentanglement into produt states in [8℄.[7℄ T. Mor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 1451[8℄ D. Terno, Phys. Rev. A 59 (1999) 3320[9℄ Reently Chau and Lo [10℄ have shown (in a protool-independent way) that for universalexat teleportation, maximal entanglement of the hannel state is neessary, assuming thatthere is some a priori entanglement in the hannel state. Therefore using our result, it followsthat for universal teleportation, maximal entanglement of the hannel is neessary.[10℄ H. F. Chau and H. -K. Lo, How muh does it ost to teleport?, quant-ph/9605025[11℄ This has been proved in [4℄, but we inlude our independent proof as it provides a learerinsight by using a new result on disentanglement of states (whih we prove in this letter).[12℄ Consider a randomly hosen state ρAB of two two-level systems A and B from a given setS. If by any proess (allowed by quantum mehanis), the state ρAB turns into a separablestate ρ′CD, whih is possessed by two two-level systems C and D (where (A,B) may or maynot be equal to (C,D)), suh that trB [ρAB] = trD [ρ′CD] and trA [ρAB] = trC [ρ′CD], we thensay that the set S an be disentangled.[13℄ H. Barnum, C. Caves, C. A. Fuhs, R. Jozsa and B. Shumaher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76 (1996)2818[14℄ By loning, we mean transforming ρ (along with a blank state and a mahine state) to ρ⊗ ρ(after traing out the mahine). This is possible if and only if ρ is known to belong to a setof orthogonal states [15℄. By broadasting, we mean transforming ρ (of partile 1, say) (alongwith a blank state (of partile B, say) and a mahine state) to a state ρ′
1B (after traing outthe mahine) suh that trB [ρ′

1B ] = tr1 [ρ′
1B] = ρ. This is possible if and only if ρ is known tobelong to a set of ommuting states [13℄.[15℄ W. K. Wootters and W. H. Zurek, Nature 229 (1982) 802; D. Dieks, Phys. Lett. 92A (1982)271; H. P. Yuen, Phys. Lett. 113A (1986) 405[16℄ T. Mor and D. Terno, Phys. Rev. A 60 (1999) 4341[17℄ A. Peres, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 1413; M. Horodeki, P. Horodeki and R. Horodeki,Phys. Lett. A 223 (1996) 1[18℄ S. Popesu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72 (1994) 792
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